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But, just as a man can only carve a chicken properly
if he biows where the joints are, and follows diem,
so a hero dominates events only because he conforms
closely with the law that produces them. The man
masterfully carving a chicken therefore corresponds
also to the Tolstoyan conception of the hero as a man
who is really a slave to circumstances. There is only
one way of carving a chicken perfectly, and therefore
the man who completely dominates the chicken by
carving it perfectly is also completely dominated by
it in that he has to follow its anatomy slavishly. But
all the same it ends by being carved up. Even this
makes the situation seem too simple. For there is also a
cause in the dialectic of manjjife why he wants to carve
the chicken}^3iyT^Effo wapt^to shake worlds*
Here we come to another characteristic of heroism,
that the hero, even as he alters the world, seems un-
aware of what he is doing. Csesar never consciously
willed the Imperiate, nor Alexander the birth of
Hellenistic culture. And yet they willed something,
and all their actions seemed directed to the ends they
brought about.
The hero seems to act with a kind of blind intuition ;
and it is therefore particularly strange that the hero is
master equally of matter and men, a thing foreign to
the abilities of most great men In this the hero fades
on the one hand into the prophet or religious teacher,
who can control men's souls but cannot control events,
and on the other hand into the scientist, who can
teach men how to control events if they wish, but
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